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PER CURIAM.

Paintiff gppeds as of right from the trid court’s orders dismissing the case againg defendants
and denying plaintiff’s motion for recongderation. We affirm.

Paintiff filed alegd mdpractice action againgt defendants arising from their prior representation
of plaintiff as court gppointed counsd in a crimina matter. Defendant Gary Hosbein appeared and
regponded to the complaint with a motion for summary disposition, arguing that plaintiff’ s complaint was
barred against both defendants for failure to commence the action within the gpplicable statute of
limitations, MCL 600.5838; MSA 27A.5838. Defendant Jeffrey Robbins never appeared or
answered. The court granted defendant’s motion for summary disposition and entered an order
dismissng both defendants.

Maintiff reponded with a motion for reconsderation, arguing that the court improperly
dismissed defendant Jeffrey Robbins, because he faled to gppear in this matter or answer plaintiffs
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complaint. The court denied the motion for reconsideration, observing that defendant Robbins had not
been served within the time prescribed for serving the summons.

On gpped, plantiff rases the same issue, indgting that defendant Robbins as co-defendant
Hoshein's law partner, received actud notice of the complaint. We disagree. Plaintiff faled to serve
defendant Robbins as required by MCR 2.105(A)(2). While defective process of service can be
excused pursuant to MCR 2.105(J), complete failure of service will not. Holliday v Townley, 189
Mich App 424, 426; 473 Nw2d 733 (1991).

Affirmed.

/s Robert P. Young, Jr.
/4 Peter D. O’ Connell
/s Wedey J. Nykamp



